After period of considerable anxiety in some sections of the British press about an apparent absence, UK Prime Minister, David Cameron unveiled the UK government's plans to mark the centenary of the World War One in a speech at the Imperial War Museum in London in October 2012. He argued it was crucial to commemorate the 'Great War' due to 'the extraordinary sacrifice of a generation' and the considerable impact of a conflict that 'changed our nation' and the world more widely. His ambition was, he claimed, to recognise the durable emotional connection of the conflict through the development of 'a truly national commemoration' whilst also seeking to acknowledge the sacrifice of 'friends in the Commonwealth' and from across all of Ireland.
Introduction
After period of considerable anxiety in some sections of the British press about an apparent absence, UK Prime Minister, David Cameron unveiled the UK government's plans to mark the centenary of the World War One in a speech at the Imperial War Museum in London in October 2012. He argued it was crucial to commemorate the 'Great War' due to 'the extraordinary sacrifice of a generation' and the considerable impact of a conflict that 'changed our nation' and the world more widely. His ambition was, he claimed, to recognise the durable emotional connection of the conflict through the development of 'a truly national commemoration' whilst also seeking to acknowledge the sacrifice of 'friends in the Commonwealth' and from across all of Ireland. 1 Centenary commemorations have however proven increasingly open to public contention, revealing tensions and divergence between politicians, academics, and other commentators with regards to the thematic justification, coherence, and purpose of the United Kingdom (UK) government's plans. This article seeks to explore some of these tensions, particularly the extent to which a 'politics of war commemoration' is founded on ideologically-driven disputes regarding how the First World War is remembered. It will also assess the historical and contemporary challenges to establishing 'national' narratives and memory cultures to mark the First World War centenary that are inclusive and yet recognise diversity in how the conflict is remembered across UK and across its former empire. This will be realised by considering how multi-nationality and transnationality have problematised the UK government's aspirations, as Cameron asserted, for the centenary of World War One to capture 'our national spirit'.
The Politics of War Commemoration
The deaths of the last surviving British combatants and the centenary of the First World War have initiated considerable political, academic and public deliberation about the causes, conduct, and legacies of the conflict, and the potential lessons to be learnt. Intense debate has highlighted the complex and ever-increasing interactions between and interdependencies of history and memory. According to Jay Winter (2006) , since the end of the First World War, the position of historians as the primary mediators of nationhood through the articulation of national history has been gradually superseded by at least two 'memory booms' widely embraced by nation-states and their citizens alike. Emergent memory cultures have stimulated public discourse and transformed how past events are remembered, interpreted and articulated. Winter argues the initial 'memory boom' was a response to the trauma of the First World War and sought to fortify and elevate national identities in an imperial age through war commemoration projects. However he believes that a second 'memory boom' emerged in late 1960s, founded on revisionist approaches that fractured national ideological and cultural frameworks of collective war remembrance.
Winter's 'memory boom' thesis is important in developing understanding of the centrality of the First World War in shaping contemporary approaches to war commemoration. As 'collective' national forms of memory are intimately connected with the present, they are susceptible to instrumentalisation, manipulation and politicisation. This is, according to Pierre Nora (2011), increasingly realised through on-going public debate about the content and purpose of history in which historians have been peripheralised. While history was once a political activity that supported the nation, it has become politicised in sustaining divergent ideological constructions of the present. These so-called 'history' or 'memory' wars have become a persistent feature of public discourse in many states including the UK, and are typically linked to broader politicised debates about political, social, economic and cultural citizenship and identity. They reveal a shared belief amongst protagonists that states have the potential to articulate and inculcate homogenous collective identities founded on particularistic interpretations of the national past.
How past conflicts are interpreted and commemorated is a significant element of these emotionally charged debates, providing reference points for complementary or contradictory forms of memory and identity that underline political and cultural tensions between individuals and groups within and amongst nation-states. War commemoration is therefore primarily a political project whereby the state and its institutions mediate and order formal and informal collective memories and histories. The promotion of a homogenous national identity that references important conflicts is seen to establish symbolic continuity between the past, present and future of a nation-state (Ashplant, Dawson and Roper 2004 ).This process is inherently multilateral, and is thus both contentious and contested. Politicised disputes over the interpretation, framing and articulation of past conflicts and their commemoration by public institutions such as museums, universities and schools are often febrile and also counter-intuitive as they enhance division rather than solidarity. This is, in part, because 'official' forms of war are typically founded on dominant or hegemonic state-approved historical narratives that seek to preserve and reinforce particular elites and ideologies. Consequently they are seen by opponents as reflecting and reproducing unequal power relations shaped by phenomena such as race, ethnicity, class, gender and other social hierarchies (Graff-McRae, 2010).
Such debates therefore often hinge on the extent to which protagonists believe state-led war commemoration should be founded on 'orthodox' or revisionist reinterpretations of past conflicts. Such challenges reveal schisms about whether war commemoration should seek inculcate positive collective forms of patriotism or more critical and pluralist interpretations. For example, popular responses to how past conflicts are remembered can often be allied with expressions of grief and mourning of traumatic loss that challenge attempts by states to promote more celebratory approaches to war commemoration (Marshall, 2004) . War commemoration of past conflicts is also contextual and liable to reinterpretation by subsequent generations.
Historical Approaches to commemorating the First World War
Complexities relating to history, memory and war commemoration raise significant challenges with regards to the stated aims of the UK government centenary plans. One of the most pressing questions relates to what is actually being commemorated during the centenary and why. As the conflict came to an end, the British state was proactive in seeking to mediate the 'official' and 'unofficial' collective memories to shape commemoration of has had on our country and upon Scots across the world'. 23 This noted, the Scottish government has drawn on a similar centenary narrative as the UK government, declaring it was in 'no sense a celebration of the centenary of this devastating conflict'. 24 The forthcoming independence referendum in Scotland has provided a further dimension to debates about the centenary, although both pro-and anti-independence campaigns have formally signalled a 'political armistice'. 25 30 Such an approach has been interpreted by one commentator as an attempt by the Scottish Government to appeal to the 'inner nationalist' of Scots rather than their 'outer Brit'. 31 In Wales, commemoration plans for the centenary have similarly focused on Welsh national as well as British experiences but have proven less politicised than in Scotland. First
Minister, Carwyn Jones, has noted, 'it is extremely important that we remember those who died and reflect on how it changed Wales'. 32 But Welsh nationalists have suggested that the centenary commemorations are 'reminiscent of the jingoistic nonsense we saw from the British state elite to drum up support for the war in the first place'. 33 One leading Plaid
Cymru member has claimed that the origins of the Welsh independence movement can be located in World War One as a response to 'British imperialism' within the UK. War One profoundly affected the whole community across Northern Ireland and involved terrible sacrifice…..it is important that a century on, this generation recognises and pays tribute to those who gave so much for our country'. 35 It has also indicated that centenary commemorations offer further opportunities for reconciliation with the Republic of Ireland, with UK government representatives stating they will reflect Irish involvement. 36 However, the potential for 'poppy wars' to highlight enduring divisions across Ireland is significant. 
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Suggestions by UK government ministers that the centenary offers opportunities to reflect on why 'Britain and her family' went to war reveal further tensions of empire. 41 Many troops did enlist voluntarily, their actions underpinned by a confluence of domestic and broader imperial motives (Omissi, 2007) . However a considerable number were conscripted and many lacked a comprehensive understanding of cause for which they were expected to fight. 42 Many more imperial subjects supported the British war effort by providing resources and commodities -a contribution that is rarely acknowledged. Unlike their 'White Dominion' counterparts, transnational 'collective memories' informing the content of British war commemoration often overlooked the sacrifices of troops from the colonies and they not afforded equal recognition in remembrance on war memorials. 43 Although such 'memory gaps' were of particular resonance to those 'new Commonwealth' migrants who settled in the UK from the late 1940, the contribution of troops from the Indian sub-continent, Africa and the Caribbean has proven a growing dimension of war commemoration and the wider historiography of the First World War (Das, 2011) . Indeed the UK government has sought to explicitly recognise the contribution of ethnic minority communities and the impact of the war on multicultural Britain. The First World War, according to David Cameron, marked 'the beginnings of ethnic minorities getting the recognition, respect and equality they deserve'. 44 As UK Faith and Communities Minister, Baroness Sayeeda Warsi has noted, 'our boys weren't just Tommies; they were Tariqs and Tajinders too'. She argued that centenary offered opportunities to acknowledge that 'so many men from so far away came to Europe to fight for the freedoms we enjoy today. Their legacy is our liberty, and every single one of us owes them a debt of gratitude'. 45 The proposition that subjects from across the empire sought to defend British domestic liberties is highly-questionable though, particularly when considering the exploitative and 
